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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

This Appeal Brief is submitted in response to the final 
rejection of the claims mailed June 3, 2005. A Notice of Appeal 
was filed on September 23, 2005. 
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This brief contains items under the following headings as 
required by 37 CFR §41 .37 and MPEP §1206: 



I. Real Party In Interest 

II. Related Appeals. Interferences and Judicial 
Proceedings 

III. Status of Claims 

IV. Status of Amendments 

V. Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

VI. Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

VII. Argument 

VIII. Claihis Appendix 

IX. Evidence Appendix 

X. Related Proceedings Appendix 



Page 2 of 33 



V > 

NOU-04-2005 15=00 



303 297 226S 



303 297 2266 P. 05 



Appeal Brief 
S/N 09/748,345 
Hans A. Lichtfuss 
AttyDkt 10002593-1 



and drawings for each claim element does not imply that the 
limitations from the specification and drawings should be read into 
the corresponding claim element. 



1. A device (10) comprising: 

a frame (12) [Fig. 1 . page 5, lines 28-30]; 

a lid (30) movably attached to said frame (12), said lid (30) 
being movable between a closed position (Fig. 1 ) and an open 
position (Fig. 2) [Page 5, lines 30-33]; 

a display (32) mounted to said lid (30) [Fig. 1; page 5, lines 
34-37]; 

a photosensor array (64) movably mounted within said frame 
(12) [Fig. 2; page 7. lines 13-24]; and 

wherein said display (32) is visible when said lid (30) is in 
said closed position [Fig. 1; page 5, lines 34-37]. 

29. A system comprising: 

a frame (12) [Fig. 1, page 5, lines 28-30]; 

a lid (30) movably attached to said frame (12), said lid (30) 
being movable between a closed position and an open position 
[Figs. 1-2; page 5, lines 30-33]; 

a display (32) mounted to said lid (30) [Fig. 1; page 5, lines 
34-37]; 

a photosensor array (64) movably mounted within said frame 
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(12) [Fig. 2; page 7. lines 13-24]; and 

an object to be scanned by said photosensor array (64); 

wherein at least a portion of said lid (30) is directly adjacent 
at least a portion of said object when said lid (30) is in said closed . 
position [Figs. 1-2]. 

34. A method comprising: 

providing a device (10) comprising a frame (12), a 
photosensor array (64) movably mounted within said frame, a lid 
(30) movably attached to said frame (12) and a display (32) 
mounted to said lid (30), wherein said lid (30) is movable between 
a closed position (Fig. 1) and an open position (Fig. 2) [Page 5, 
lines 28-37; page 7, lines 13-24]; 

moving said lid (30) to said closed position such that at least 
a portion of said lid (30) is positioned directly adjacent at least a 
portion of an object [Figs. 1-2; page 10, lines 19-22]; and 

scanning said object with said photosensor array (64) while 
said lid (30) is in said closed position and said at least a portion of 
said lid (30) is positioned directly adjacent said at least a portion of 
said object by moving said photosensor array (64) within said 
frame (12) [Page 10, lines 25-30]. 
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(VI) GROUNDS OF REJEC TION TO BE REVIEWED ON 

APPEAL 

A. Claims 1 , 2, 4-6, 29, 31-34, 37-40. 44. 45, 49 and 50 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sawanobori (U.S. Patent No. 6,486,980). 

B. Claims 41^3, 46-48 and 51-54 stand rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §103(3) as being unpatentable over Sawanobori 
(U.S. Patent No. 6.486,980) in view of Reele (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,567,190). 
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fVII) ARGUMENT 



Arff ument re Issue A 

Claims 1. 2, 4-6, 29. 31-34, 37-40, 44, 45, 49 and 50 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Sawanobori (U.S. 6,486,980). Appellant respectfully asserts, for 
at least the reasons advanced below, that claims 1, 2, 4-6, 29, 31- 
34, 37-40, 44. 45, 49 and 50 are not anticipated by the 
Sawanobori reference and, thus, are not properly rejected. 



Claims 1. 2. 29. 33. 34. 37. 39. 40. 44. 45. 49 and 50 

Appellant's independent claim 1 is argued below. For 
purposes of this appeal, claims 2, 29, 33. 34, 37, 39. 40, 44, 45, 
49 and 50 stand or fall with claim 1. Claims 4-6, 31, 32 and 38 do 
not stand or fall with claim 1 and are argued under separate 
headings herein. 

Appellant's claim 1 recites the following: 

A device comprising: 
a frame; 
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a lid movably attached to said frame, said lid being 
movable between a closed position and an open position; 
a display mounted to said lid; 

a photosensor array movably mounted within said 
frame; and 

\A^erein said display is visible when said lid is in said 
closed position. 

In the Sawanobori device, an LCD unit 30 (e.g.. Figs. 1-3) is 
movably mounted to a body 20. The LCD unit 30 includes a 
display 31. A scanner unit 40 is also movably mounted to the 
body 20. Thus, Sawanobori does not disclose or suggest a lid 
having a display movably mounted to a frame and a photosensor 
an-ay movably mounted within the frame as recited in claim 1 . 
Accordingly, claim 1 is not anticipated by Sawanobori. 



In response to the above argument, the Examiner points out 
(in paragraph 2 of the final Office action) that Sawanobori 
discloses a modification In which the line sensor 41 may be moved 
relative to the photographic film T". Sawanobori discusses this 
modification as follows: 



In a modification, the line sensor 41 may be 
intermittently conveyed along the photographic film F while 
scanning the image on the photographic film F. 
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(col. 3, lines 60-62) 

Sawanobori does generally mention a modification in which 
the line sensor 41 may be moved along the photographic film. 
Sawanobori does not, however, explain how this modification 
could be achieved and, specifically, where the line sensor 41 is to 
be located. Appellant's claim 1 recites "a photosensor array 
movably mounted within said frame". The Examiner takes the 
position that appellant's recited "frame" reads on the Sawanobori 
body 20 (see. e.g., final Office action, paragraph 4>. Sawanobori 
clearly does not disclose or suggest that the line sensor 41 be 
located within the body 20 in order to achieve the modification 
discussed above. In fact, it would appear that the Sawanobori line 
sensor 41 could not be placed within the body 20 since the body 
20 contains the back-light unit 22 and the line sensor 41 and back- 
light unit 22 must be located on opposite sides of the photographic 
film "F". 

Accordingly, even considering the Sawanobori modification 
pointed out by the Examiner, appellant's claim 1 is not anticipated 
by Sawanobori. 

The Examiner states the following in the Advisory Action 
mailed September 9. 2005 (see the Continuation Sheet for box 
11): 

... Upon further review, the Examiner finds that Sawanobori 
Page 10 of 33 
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does disclose a lid having a display movably mounted to a 
frame aand [sic] a photosensor array mobably [sic] mounted 
within the frame as recited in claim 1 . Sawanobori shows a 
lid movably mounted to the frame In Figs 1-2 and Col 2 Lines 
30-65. The photosensor array 41 is also movably mounted 
as shown in figures 2-3. In addition, please refer to Col 3 
Lines 29-34. See Final Rejection dated 6/30/05. 

Pointing to Figs. 1 and 2 of Sawanobori, the Examiner 
correctly notes that the Sawanobori lid (LCD unit 30) contains a 
display (31 ) and is movably mounted to a frame (body 20). The 
Examiner's assertion, however, that "Sawanobori does disclose a 
... photosensor array [movably] mounted within the frame", is 
clearly incon-ect. With reference, for example, to Figs. 2 and 3, it 
can be seen that the Sawanobori scanner unit 40 is movably 
attached to the body 20 (note how the scanner unit 40 is pivoted 
between a closed position in Fig. 2 to an open position in Fig. 3 via 
hinges). The scanner unit 40, however, is clearly not "mounted 
within the" body 20 as asserted by the Examiner. This is In 
contrast to appellant's claim 1 which recites "a photosensor 
array movably mounted within said frame". 

Accordingly, claim 1 is not anticipated by Sawanobori. 

Claims 2, 39 and 40 are allowable at least as ultimately 
depending from allowable base claim 1. 

Independent claim 29 recites, for example, '*a photosensor 
Page 1 1 of 33 
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array movably mounted within said frame". Accordingly, claim 29 
is allowable for at least tlie reasons advanced above with respect 
to claim 1. 

Claims 33, 44 and 45 are allowable at least as ultimately 
depending from allowable base claim 29. 

Independent claim 34 recites, for example, "a photosensor 
array movably mounted within said frame" and "moving said 
photosensor array within said frame". Accordingly, claim 34 is 
allowable for at least the reasons advanced above with respect to 
claim 1. 

Claims 37, 49 and 50 are allowable at least as ultimately 
depending from allowable base claim 34. 

Claim 4 

Neither Sawanobori nor any of the other references of 
record, considered either alone or in proper combination, disclose 
or suggest the device of claim 1 and further wherein: 

said device is a digital picture frame device. 
Page 12 of 33 
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The Examiner states the following regarding claim 4 on page 
3 of the final Office action: 



Considering claim 4, Sawanobori teaches wherein said 
device is a digital picture frame device (Col 4 Lines 13-16). 

The portion of the Sawanobori reference pointed to by the 
Examiner is reproduced as follows: 

rotatable in a direction C around the light source 62a, such 
that light from the light source 62a is reflected toward the 
line sensor 41 or toward the opposite light source 62b, 
parallel to the top surface 20a. An arcuate reflector 64 is 

This portion of the reference discusses a reflector 63 (see, 
e.g.. Figs. 5-6). There Is no discussion, or even suggestion, of a 
digital picture frame device as recited in appellant's claim 4. 
Accordingly, the Examiner's rejection of claim 4 is improper. 



Claims 5 and 31 

Appellant's dependent claim 5 Is argued below. For 
purposes of this appeal, dependent claim 31 stands or falls with 
claim 5. 
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Neither Sawanobori nor any of the other references of 
record, considered either alone or in proper combination, disclose 
or suggest the device of claim 1 and further wherein: 



said photosensor array is a CIS photosensor array, 
(claim 5) 



The Examiner states the following regarding claim 5 on page 
3 of the final Office action: 



Regarding claims 5-6, 31 -33, it is inherent that a photo 
sensor array can/could be a CIS, CCD, or any other two 
dimensional array. 

Thus, the Examiner takes the position that the use of a CIS 
or CCD array is inherently disclosed by Sawanobori. The Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit has discussed the law of inherent 
disclosure, for example, as follows: 



If the prior art reference does not expressly set forth a 
particular element of the claim, that reference still may 
anticipate if that element is "inherent" in its disclosure. To 
establish inherency^ the extrinsic evidence "must make 
clear that the missing descriptive matter is necessarily 
present in the thing described In the reference, and that it 
would be so recognized by persons of ordinary skill." 
Continental Can Co. v. Monsanto Co., 948 F.2d 1264, 1268 
20 U.S.P.Q.2d 1746, 1749 (Fed. Cir.1991). "Inherency. 
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however, may not be established by probabilities or 
possibilities. The mere fact that a certain thing may result 
from a given set of circumstances Is not sufficient." Id. at 
1269, 20 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1749 (quoting In re OeMch, 666 
F.2d 578, 581. 212 U.S.P.Q. 323. 326 (C.C.P.A. 1981). 

/A7 re Robertson, 49 USPQ2d 1949, 1950-1951 (Fed. Cir. 
1999) (bold emphasis added). 

The Sawanobori reference discloses a "scanner unif 40 that 
includes a "line sensor" 41 . Sawanobori does not, however, 
disclose what specific type of technology is used to form the line 
sensor. Accordingly, to establish inherency in the present case, 
the Sawanobori reference would have to make clear that a CIS 
type of photosensor is "necessarny present" in the line sensor 41 
(In re Robertson, supra., italics added). Sawanobori simply does 
not do this. The line sensor 41 of Sawanobori could be formed 
from any number of different technologies; the Sawanobori line 
sensor does not necessarily have to be a CIS type photosensor 
array as recited in appellant's claim 5. Accordingly, the 
Examiner's inherency position is in error and the rejection of claim 
5 should be reversed. 

Claim 31 recites the following: 

The device of claim 29 wherein said photosensor array 
is a CIS photosensor array. 
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Accordingly, claim 31 is allowable for at least the reasons 
advanced above with respect to claim 5. 



Claims 6 and 32 

Appellant's dependent claim 6 is argued below. For 
purposes of this appeal, dependent claim 32 stands or falls with 
claim 6. 

Neither Sawanobori nor any of the other references of 
record, considered either alone or in proper combination, disclose 
or suggest the device of dalm 1 and further wherein: 

said photosensor array is a CCD photosensor array, 
(claim 6) 

As in the rejection of claim 5, discussed above, the Examiner 
here takes the position that the CCD photosensor array of claim 6 
is inherently disclosed by Sawanobori. Appellant asserts that this 
position is In error for generally the same reasons as argued 
above with respect to claim 5. Simply put. the Sawanobori line 
sensor does not necessarily have to be a CCD type photosensor 
array as recited in appellant's claim 6. Accordingly, the use of a 
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CCD type photosensor array Is not Inherently disclosed by 
Sawanobori. 

Claim 32 recites the following: 

The device of claim 29 wherein said photosensor array 
is a CCD photosensor array. 

Accordingly, claim 32 is allowable for at least the reasons 
advanced above with respect to claim 6. 



Claim 38 

Neither Sawanobori nor any of the other references of 
record, considered either alone or in proper combination, disclose 
or suggest the method of claims 34 and 37 and further wherein: 

said displaying at least a portion of said Image occurs when 
said scanning is taking place, 
(claim 38) 

Although Sawanobori may disclose eventually displaying an 
acquired Image. Sawanobori does not disclose displaying a 
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portion of the image being scanned when the scanning is taking 
place. The Examiner states the following regarding the rejection 
of claim 38 on page 4 of the final Office action: 



Considering claim 38, Sawanobori teaches wherein said 
displaying at least a portion of said Image occurs when said 
scanning Is taking place (Col 2 Lines 54-67; Col 3 Lines 1- 
7). 



The portions of Sawanobori referenced by the Examiner are 
reproduced as follows: 



When the photographic film F Is to be scanned, the 
LCD unit 30 and the image scanner unit 40 are flatly folded 
against the top surface 20a with the photographic film F 
slidably Interposed therebetween, as shown In FIG. 1. The 
Image scanner unit 40 intermittently conveys the 
photographic film F at a predetermined speed In the direction 
B, and the line sensor 41 reads the image of the 
photographic film F line by line synchronously with the 
intermittent conveyance of the photographic film F. The 
information area 31b is illuminated even when the 
photographic film F is scanned by the image scanner unit 40. 
The information, such as the percentage scan completion of 
the photographic film F, Is displayed in the area 31b. The 
scanned images are stored in a memory 54 (FIG. 4) of the 
film scanner 10. 

(Sawanobori, col. 2, lines 54-67) 



When the photographic film F is to be reviewed and 
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confirmed prior to scanning, the LCD unit 30 is fully opened, 
as shown in FIG. 2, and the back-light unit 22 is utilized as a 
slide projector in the display-illumination area 21b. In the 
scanning-illumination area 21a, the light of the back-light unit 
22 Illuminates the photographic film F to be scanned by the 
image scanner unit 40. 

(Sawanobori, col. 3, lines 1-7) 



Although these portions of Sawanobori generally discuss 
scanning and displaying an image, there is no disclosure or 
suggestion of displaying a portion of the image being scanned 
when the scanning is taking place as required by claim 38. 
Accordingly, the Examiner's rejection of claim 38 is in error and 
should be reversed. 
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Argument re Issue B 



Claims 41-43, 46-48 and 51-54 stand rejected as being 
unpatentable over Sawanobori (U.S. 6,486,980) in view of Reele 
(U.S. 6,567,190). Appellant respectfully asserts, for at least the 
reasons advanced below, that claims 41-43, 46-48 and 51-54 are 
not unpatentable over Sawanobori in view of Reele. 



At the outset, appellant asserts that the instant rejection Is 
improper because there is no suggestion or motivation to combine 
the references as proposed by the Examiner. "It is insufficient to 
establish obviousness that the separate elements of the invention 
existed in the prior art, absent some teaching or suggestion, in the 
prior art, to combine the elements." Arkie Lures, Inc. v. Gene 
Larew Tackle, Inc., 119 F.3d 953. 957, 43 USPQ2d 1294, 1297 
(Fed. CIr. 1997). 

The Examiner states the following regarding the combination 
of references on page 5 of the final Office action: 

At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Reele with Sawanobori. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have 
been to establish wireless connections via the Internet. 

(italics added) 
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The single sentence Italicized above represents the 
Examiner's only explanation regarding a teaching or suggestion to 
combine. This sentence, however, is simply an unsupported 
statement made by the Examiner. In order to establish a prima 
facie case, a teaching or suggestion to combine must be found in 
the prior art. See, e.g., Arkje Lures, Inc. v. Gene Larew Tacl<le, 
Inc., supra. The Examiner has not referred to any prior art in 
support of the position that a motivation or suggestion to combine 
exists but, Instead, apparently expects the unsupported conclusory 
statement Italicized above to suffice. Such an unsupported 
statement, however, cannot constitute the evidence required to 
establish existence of a motivation or suggestion to combine: 

Whether the Board relies on an express or an Implicit 
showing [of a motivation, suggestion or teaching to modify 
the teachings of a reference], it must provide particular 
findings related thereto.... Broad conclusory statements 
standing alone are not "evidence". 

In re Kotzab, 55 USPQ2d 1313, 1317 (Fed. CIr. 2000) (citing 
In re Dembiczak, 50 USPQ2d 1614, 1617 (Fed. Cir. 1999)) 

Accordingly, the Examiner's statement does not constitute a 
showing of a teaching or suggestion to combine. 

For the reasons advanced above, appellant respectfully 
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asserts that the 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) rejection of claims 41-43, 46-48 
and 51-54 is improper. As argued below, claims 41, 46 and 51 are 
allowable on further independent grounds in that even the 
(Improper, as discussed above) combination of references 
proposed by the Examiner fails to disclose or suggest all of the 
features of these claims. 



Claims 41 . 46 and 51 

Appellant's dependent claim 41 is argued below. For 
purposes of this appeal, dependent claims 46 and 51 stand or fall 
with claim 41. 

Neither Sawanobori, Reele nor any of the other references 
of record, considered either alone or in proper combination, 
disclose or suggest the device of claims 1 and 40 and further 
wherein: 

one of said options is for uploading an Image to the internet, 
(claim 41 ) 

The Examiner states the following on page 4 of the final 
Office action: 
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Sawanobori does not disclose expressly wherein one 
of said options is for uploading an image to the Internet or 
downloading via wireless communication and including a 
removable memory card. 

Reele discloses a mulifunctional scanner that is able to 
upload images from the Internet, transmit Images to the 
Internet, and includes a removable memory card device (Fig. 
3; Col 4 Lines 33^0). 

The Examiner's assertion that Reele discloses transmitting 
images to the Internet is in error. The Examiner points to col. 4. 
lines 33-40 of Reele to support the assertion. This portion of 
Reele is reproduced as follows: 



FIG. 3 illustrates the scanning operations in a 
schematic flow diagram. Images and text may be displayed 
by scanning as herein described, or by input from the 
electronic Input device, such as the CD, CDR, DVD, "floppy" 
disk, electronic memory card, or smart card. In addition, 
modems and communications software can be added to the 
scanner 100 to allow the operator to view images 
downloaded from the Internet. The communications software 
may be of a type 

Accordingly, although this portion of Reele does disclose 
downloading images from the Internet, it does not disclose 
transmitting images to the Internet as asserted by the Examiner 
(and as required by claim 41). 

Accordingly, even the (improper) combination of references 
proposed by the Examiner fails to teach all of the limitations of 
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appellant's claim 41. A prima facie case of obviousness, thus, has 
not been established. 

Claim 46 recites the following: 

The system of claim 45 wherein one of said options is 
for uploading an image to the internet. 

Accordingly, claim 45 is allowable for at least the reasons 
advanced above with respect to claim 41 . 

Claim 51 recites the following: 

The method of claim 37 and further comprising: 
uploading said image to the internet. 

Accordingly, claim 51 is allowable for at least the reasons 
advanced above with respect to claim 41 . 
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For the reasons set forth above, appellants respectfully 
assert that all of the claims are allowable and that, accordingly, all 
of the rejections should be reversed. 



Respectfully submitted, 
KLAAS, LAW, O'MEARA & MALKIN. P.C. 



Michael^. Goodwin 
Registration No. 32,697 
1999 Broadway, STE 2225 
Denver, CO 80202 
(303) 298-9888 

Date: fJo\/ifi^Le^ ((: . UiXD^ 



By 
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VIII CLAIMS APPENDIX 



The claims Involved in the present appeal are reproduced 
below. As indicated above, these claims do not incorporate any 
amendments after final rejection. 



1 . A device comprising: 
a frame; 

a lid movably attached to said frame, said lid being movable 
between a closed position and an open position; 
a display mounted to said lid; 

a photosensor array movably mounted within said frame; 

and 

wherein said display Is visible when said lid is in said closed 
position. 

2. The device of clalm 1 wherein said lid is hingedly 
attached to said frame. 

3. (canceled) 

4. The device of claim 1 wherein said device is a digital 
picture frame device. 
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5. The device of claim 1 wherein said photosensor array 
is a CIS photosensor array. 



6. The device of claim 1 wherein said photosensor array 
is a CCD photosensor array. 



Claims 7-28 (canceled) 



29. A system comprising; 
a frame; 

a lid movably attached to said frame, said lid being movable 
between a closed poisition and an open position; 
a display mounted to said lid; 

a photosensor array movably mounted within said frame; 

and 

an object to be scanned by said photosensor array; 

wherein at least a portion of said lid is directly adjacent at 
least a portion of said object when said lid is in said closed 
position. 

30. (canceled) 
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31 . The device of claim 29 wherein said photosensor array 
is a CiS photosensor array. 

32. The device of cialm 29 wherein said photosensor array 
is a CCD photosensor array. 

33. The device of ciaim 29 wherein said photosensor array 
is a two-dimensional photosensor array 

34. A method comprising: 

providing a device comprising a frame, a photosensor array 
movably mounted within said frame, a lid movably attached to said 
frame and a display mounted to said lid, wherein said lid is 
movable between a closed position and an open position; 

moving said lid to said closed position such that at least a 
portion of said lid is positioned directly adjacent at least a portion 
of an object; and 

scanning said object with said photosensor array while said 
lid is in said closed position and said at least a portion of said lid is 
positioned directly adjacent said at least a portion of said object by 
moving said photosensor array within said frame. 

Claims 35-36 (canceled) 

Page 28 of 33 



PAGE 28133 ' RCVD AT 11/4/2005 4:48:25 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPTO€FXRF-6/30 * DNiS:2738300 ' CSID:303 297 2268 ' DURATION (mm-ss):07-06 



NOU-04-2005 1 5 : 05 



303 297 2266 



303 297 2266 P. 29 



Appeal Brief 
S/N 09/748.345 
Hans A. Lichtfuss 
AttyDkt 10002593-1 



37. The method of claim 34 and further 

wherein said scanning causes an image of said object to be 
generated; and 

displaying at least a portion of said Image of said object on 
said display. 

38. The method of claim 37 wherein said displaying at 
least a portion of said image occurs when said scanning is taking 
place. 

39. The device of claim 1 and further wherein: 

an image is displayed on said display when said lid is in said 
closed position. 

40. The device of claim 1 and further wherein: 
a menu of options is displayed on said display. 

41 . The device of claim 40 wherein one of said options is 
for uploading an image to the internet. 

42. The device of claim 40 wherein one of said options is 
for uploading or downloading an image via wireless 
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communication. 

43. The device of claim 1 and further comprising: 
a removable memory card device. 

44. The system of claim 29 and further wherein: 

an Image is visibly displayed on said display when said lid is 
in said closed position. 



45. The system of claim 29 and further wherein: 
a menu of options is displayed on said display. 

46. The system of claim 45 wherein one of said options is 
for uploading an image to the internet. 

47. The system of claim 45 wherein one of said options is 
for uploading or downloading an image via wireless 
communication. 

48. The system of claim 29 and further comprising: 
a removable memory card device. 

49. The method of claim 37 and further wherein: 

said image is visible when said is in said closed position^ 
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50. The method of claim 34 and further comprising: 
displaying a menu of options on said display. 

51 . The method of claim 37 and further comprising: 
uploading said image to the internet. 

52. The method of claim 34 and further comprising: 
uploading an image from said device or downloading an 

image to said device via wireless communication. 

53. The method of claim 34 and further: 

wherein said device further comprises a removable memory 
card device; 

wherein said scanning causes an image of said object to be 
generated; and 

using said removable memory card device to store said 
image on a removable memory card. 

54. The method of claim 34 and further: 

wherein said scanning causes an image of said object to be 
generated; and 

using said device to transmit said image to a remote 
location. 
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IX EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

No evidence pursuant to §§ 1.130, 1.131 or 1.132 or entered 
by or relied upon by the examiner Is being submitted. 
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X RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

No related proceedings are referenced in II above or copies 
of decisions in related proceedings are not provided. Iience no 
Appendix is included. 
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